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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 -6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Futch (Re. 29,767). 

Futch teaches a food conveyer system 10 (Fig. 1-6) where food servings 29,72 are 
conveyed on an automatic conveying system driven by an endless drive chain assembly 
38, the system having a customer conveyer section 76 and a food service conveyer 
section 75 having an entry point to the left from the tray carrier 29 of the system 10 (Fig. 
1), at least two food processing conveyer paths 62 and 64 extending from the entry 
point, including means 62 and 64 for bringing food serving to a desire temperature, a 
means 27, 28 for diverting food servings 29,72 at the entry point to one of the conveyer 
paths 76, the conveyer paths 75 and 76 rejoining each other at a food service section 
exit point which rejoins the customer section 76. 

As for claim 2, each food path is inherently a bypass conveyer where food merely 
travels to the exit point. 

As for claims 3 and 4, the heating path 62 is a conventional oven and comprises a 
heating element 59. 
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As for claim 5 and 6, the cooling path 64 is a cooler and comprises cooling means 63. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Futch. 
Futch teaches substantially the claimed invention including a removal of the tray by an 
attendant (col. 6, lines 18-24), but does not teach a removal track. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Fun ch's invention to include a 
removal track as a conventional method of disposing food. 

5. Claims 8 -14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Futch in view of Clothier et al I (6,632,585) and further in view of Clothier et al II 
(6,664,520). 

Futch teaches substantially the claimed invention including a food conveyer system 
having a customer section 76 and a food service section 75 on bases 29, but does not 
teach that the bases are individually electronically identifiable tags such a barcode or 
RF identification by a computer. Clothier discloses a food delivery system (Fig. 1-24) 
having sensors 56 and 58 coupled with microprocessor control 74 and an RFID 
technology using identifiable tags (col. 4, lines 27-55). It would have been obvious to 
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one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Futch's invention to include sensors and 
barcode system and a computer to determine when a food delivery container is located 
on a cooktop and use RFID technology consisting of a reader who produces a low 
frequency magnetic field, and also when the tag receives the magnetic field from the 
reader, it transmits programmed memory information to the reader which then validates 
the signal, decodes the data, and transmits the data to an output device as taught by 
Clothier I (col. 6, lines 45-62). 

As for claims 12-14, Clothier II teaches a charging/vending system 12 and checkout 
station 16 that include a cash register 90, a credit card reader 92, and control unit 102 
(Fig. 1 and 3). One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to include a cash 
register, a credit card reader and a control unit in invention of Clothier I and include 
these modifications in the invention of Clothier II, and further in Futch's invention in 
order that the information from the customer's credit card can be written to the RFID tag 
as taught by Clothier II (col. 13, lines 47-55) and control unit in order to communicate 
with a receipt printer and also to store transaction information as taught by Clothier II 
(col. 14, lines 32-51). 

6. Claims 15-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Futch in view of Clothier I and Clothier II and further in view of Thomas et al 
(2003/00066281). 

Futch in view of Clothier I and Clothier II teaches substantially the claimed invention 
including a thermostat 60, but does not teach a screen, a terminal and nutritional 
information and ingredients. Thomas teaches an RFID system for food dispensing 
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including a terminal with a monitor (Fig. 7), and control unit 9 that uses a tag data to 
orchestrate the preparation of the food product (page 6, [58]). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Futch in view of 
Clothier I and Clothier II to include a terminal with a monitor and a control unit in order to 
provide an inventory control (page 8, [78]), and to prepare the food product (page6, 
[58]) as taught by Thomas. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 2004/0099506 (conveyer), 5415251 (sushi conveyer), 3895691 
(conveyer), 2666519 (conveyer). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonid M Fastovsky whose telephone number is 703- 
306-5482. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th. 8.00 am -6.00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robin Evans can be reached on 703-305-5766. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Leonid M Fastovsky 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3742 
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